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＋ the ge” Clay of the 1 
Chriſtian Religion, 1 it treat 
Men, as Men; that is, as rea- 

” ſonable Creatures. It obliges them 
to practiſe 20 unreaſonable Duties, and 
10 believe 10 wnreaſonable  Propoſiti- = 
ons : Nay, on the contrary, an impar- 
tial Study of its Doctrines, would fur- 
mniſh them with an in valuable Trea- 
fare of uſe ful Knowledge ; and a diligent | 
Practice of its Precepts, would promote 
ſuch Habits as muſt neceſſarily make them 
happy. Our holy Religion requires not 
only a reaſonable Service, but a reaſonable 
Faith 700; it requires our Aﬀſent n 
Propoſitions, but. ſuch. as ts fit for 
4 reaſonable Being, after an impartial : 
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iv PREFACE. 
A Propoſition is intelligible, or under- 
| flood, when the ſame Ideas the Speaker in- 


tended to convey by it, are excited in the 


Mind of .the Hearer ; or in other Words, 
 wwhen the Hearer knows what he is to aſſent. 
to : for there is a vaſt difference between 


aſſenting to this general Propoſition, That 
A ſpeaks a Truth, and giving an aſſent to | 
that particular determinate Truth,wwhich K 


* 


When God reveals a Propoſition to B, 
what does he do, but make known a cer- * 
tam determinate Truth to him? Now to | 
ſuppoſe this reveal d Propoſition, after the \ 
Revelation of it, to be unintelligible to B, 
17 to ſuppoſe it both known and unknown, * 
to him at the ſame time, which is not only © 


abſurd, but a Contradiftion in Terms, 


- There is a Sett of Gentlemen, who, out 
f a miſeuided Zeal for God and his Re- 
vielation, mightily decry the Uſe of Reaſon | 
in Religion, as not being its proper Pro. 
 wince; and cry up the Belief of certain | 
= Myſteries, which, I'm apt to think, neither 
they, nor any body elſe, can underſtand. | 
But that reaſonable Creatures may uſe thein 
Reaſon iu religious, as well as civil Mat-. 
CCC 
ing ſhould alk. Hs ali reaſonably. To ak | 
Rees. ae ce, RG” 
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_ dy * 


PREFACE. v 


low Men the uſe of Reaſon in civil Afairs, 
but not in religious Concerns, is to allow 
them to act reaſonably in Matters of lels 
i importance; ; but to oblige them to act 
2 unreaſonably in thoſe of infinitely ou 
er; the Inexpediency, not to ſay the 
| | Ridiculouſneſs, 0 of which, is very ap- 
Parent. II cannot by the right Uſe of 
1 my rational Powers demonſtrate the Being 
and Per fections of God, how can I ſatisfy 
my ſelf that our Bible contains a Revela- 
tion from him, and has nothing in it un- 
I worthy of him? But if my Reaſon may de- 
ceive me in examining the Contents of this 
Revelation, why may it not do ſo in prov- 
ing the Exiſtence of its Author? and then 
2 farewel all 1 both Natural and Re- : 
„ 2 veald. If 1 have no Idea of God, how 
can ] convince an Atheiſt ? If have no 
2 Idea of one God, how can 1 convince a 
2 2 Polyrheiſt ? But if I have an Idea both 
„e the Exiſtence and Unity of God, and 
can by clear Deduttions of Reaſon prove 
n = both the one and the other, I have ſuffi- 
9" * cientData for the Conviction of a reaſonable 
* | Trinitarian. Aud then, as for thoſe My- 
„ | ſteries, in which ſ% many ſeem to place the 
chief of their Religion. by denying Commu- 
ir nion to thoſe who diſſent from them, they 
i= | are either reveal'd Propoſitions ; then they 
1 are , 1 all. the dle lies 
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vi PREFACE. 


in their bum human Additions 0, or. 1 
eure and intricatèe Explications of, a clear 


Revelation; or they are unreyeal'd : then . 

I have nothing at all to ao With them. | 

1 have not attempiidl a Con 7 of the | 
Trinitarian Scheme, which J profeſs us : 

either altogether unintelligible to me, or ab- : 

| ppolutely mconſiſtent with It ſelf; but ho . 
eder, I have aim'd at a Demonſtration. of | 
this Propoſition, That the Father, Sn, 
and Holy Ghoſt, are three diſtinct Spirits 

of which the Father only is God; which | 
Propoſition, if I have been ſo happy as to | 
fucceed in the Proof of N. does rely = 

: ee hen that whole Scheme. N 


b The Advantage * the Method. 7 We © | 
pite d on, ſeems to lie here, that a Flaw | 
mm the Reaſoning may ſooner be fend 1 
in this, than any other. 3 |: 


| Di am fo fully ſatisfy d of the Cade: of ; x : 
my Cauſe, that JI believe it will. bear a | 
rigid Hemonſtration; and if I ſhould miſe 


carry in the Proceſs of this Proof, I ſhall Þ * 

be perſuaded it was owing to the unabtil. 

ä Management of the Author, not to the 1 

: .  Weaknefs of the Cauſe I defend; and jhall x TY == 

live in hopes that this rade E ſay may ex, 

cite ſome abler Pen 70 ao r to ſo im- 
0 Pertant « a Truth. ds The x 
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5 will be rewarded with the Diſcovery of 
every important Truth, when they arrive 
| at that bleſſed Place, whence all 3 = 
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PREFACE: wii 
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— The Reader will ſee I have kept. cloſe 
to my Subject, and avoided all Harangues 
or Addreſſes to the Paſſions... T leave [uch 
| Meanneſles to them, who think their Cauſe 


hd 


requires ſomething. elſe beſides Reaſon and 


* * 


Scripture, to ſupport it. I bave endea- 
vou d to promote the Truth with a Chri fg 
tian Temper, avoiding all Reflections on 
thoſe who differ from me : Nay, I look on 
the mvoluntary Errors of my Chriſtian 
Brethren, rather as their Misfortune, 
than their Crime, and therefore think it 
my Duty to pity and pray for them, as 
unhappily miſled into Error; not cenſure 
and condemn them, as wilfulfully depart. 
„% nd 


I would not therefore be underſiood by 
this Diſcourſe, to charge th?” Txinitarians 


with profeſſing to believe a Propoſition 


they ſee to be abſurd in itſelf, or dero- 


gating to the Honour of God the Father 
in its Conſequences. I am fully perſua- 


ded, an ardent Love to their dying Re- 
deemer, puts them on advancing his Ho. 


Je of his God and Father. I don t doubt 


but their grateful Piety to their Saviour, 
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vi 
Error is for ever baniſh/d: There they 


Shall be 1. * (perhaps by Chriſt himſelf) 
what ws t 

Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. To each of 
which three glorious Pe b 
all due Honour, Gratitude, and Prat 


- 


* A. 


both now and for ever. Amen. 
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* to make out is this; 
1 Pl the Holy Ghoſt, are three diſtinct 
I only is God 


| —_— method 1 intend. to purſue, is 1 
premiſe a few Definitions and Axioms, 
whereby I ſhall prepare the way for a Se- 

| ries of Propoſitions, in which the main 


force of the demonſtration lies. 


Deſnition 18 


= _ God. is an abſolutely underiv'd Lpirir, 8 
poſſeſsd of all n * 
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of eme dominion. 
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2 An ESSAY on the 
God, I ſay, is 4 Spirit, one, and but 


one individual numerical Spirit. He is an 
_ abſolutely underived Spirit, having never 
deriv'd his Exiſtence from any other Being. 
in any manner whatſoever. He is poſſeſs.d | 
of all Perfections, whether in kind or de- | 
gree; and has ſupreme Dominion, having 
neither ſuperior nor equal, being ſubordinate 
to none, nor co-ordinate with any. This 
s that firſt and beſt of Beings, call'd G; 
the reaſon of which title or appellation, is p 
that abſolute and independent dominion he | 
- exerciſes over the whole rational Creation: 
for Godhead ſignifys Dominion: To have | 
Dominion, is to be 2 God: To have ſupreme 
Dominion or Godhead, is to be God. God 
has ſupreme Dominion, underiv'd and inde- 
pendent ; whoſoever derives dominion and 
authority from him, really partakes of God- | 
head, and is tightly calld a God; but not | 
God. From what has been faid, it appears, 
that God, or a God, has a relative, not ab- 
ſolute, ſignification ; juſt like the word King, 
which conveys the idea of a particular per- 
Jon ſtanding 4 in ſuch a relation to others; 
which is evident from hence, that when 
that relation ceaſes, the perſon loſes his 
right wh that title. The word G is cer- 

- tainly a relatiye term, Deut. xxvi. 17. Thou 
Haſt avouched Jehovah to be thy Fd 5 
aud Jehovah hath avouched thee for his 
ow meh Exod vii. I. Or J chovah ; 
"wi - 
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ſaid to Moles, See, I have made thee a 


God to Pharaoh, and Aaron thy Brother 
ſhall be thy Prophet. So Angels are calbd 
Gods in the Old Teſtament, Fal. xcvii. 7. 
Bow to him (or proſtrate your ſelves before 

. ; tho in the New Teſta- 


ment they never bare this title aſcrib d to 
them. 


Vo. "Whaither upon God's introducing 


his Firſt-begotten (the Meſſiah) into the 
World, the good Angels were not diveſted 
of that dominion and authority, which gave 
them a right to the title of Gods, un- 
der the Old- Teſtament 8 Ca. By 
„„ = 
And whether: it was not in token of en 
voluntary ſubjection to this great Perſon, 
that they were commanded to bow to, or 
proſtrate themſelves before, him, Heb. i. 6? 
If theſe Querys be anſwer' d in the affir- 
mative, the reader will eaſily ſee the reaſon = 
of their loſing the title of Gods, upon the 
expiration of that authority, which was 
the ſole foundation of i it, : 


| Corollary 1 1. 


All God's perſections are as abſolutely - 
underiy'd a8 his — 5 


LE .. 5 Corol. 
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4 45 ESSAY on the 


Corollary 2. 


All derivation of Exiſtence i is en 


with lupreme Godhead; becauſe God is un- f 
deriv'd. 1 


Since theeekrs Craating and r | 


imply derivation of Exiſtence, I conclude, | 
that a created or begotten ous: can't be 
God. I 


Corollary 3. 3. 1 
God is the firſt Cauſe and original Aurhor | 


of the Univerſe: This follows Kom bis un- 
| deriv d e, ; 


see 1 


5 4 che oe: or Cauſe of all Tp wg or as 1 
having authority and dominion over the 
Vniverſe, can be at beſt, but a ſecond © 
Cauſe and ſubordinate Ruler. The former 
flows from the impoſſibility of there being 
two firſt Cauſes; the latter from the in- 

88 compatibility of Co-ordination with * 1 

: _ 


1 orollary . 


3 All Abe is n with * 6 
” preme Godhead; becauſe every —_— 1 


SCRIPTURE-TRINITY. 5 


wants that Perfection, which conſtitutes 


another his Superior; but the want of any 


one Perfection is inconſiſtent with the poſ- 


ſeſſion of euem One. 


| Definition 2, 


5 4 Creature i is whatever has a derivative = 
1 Exiſtence. 53,5 | 


| Corollary 1. 


jd Seeing | tis impoſſible for the fame Being 

to be derivd and underiv'd at the ſame time, 
(̃and if not at the ſame time, at no 0 time) no 
1 Creature can be God. 5 i 


ce 2. 


| A Creature can have none but dexiy 4 
; Powers or Perfections ; becauſe he has a de- 5 
iy d Exiſtence. 


| Defaition 3. 


3 1 Perſon iS an intelligent _ or an 
88 invollipent active Being; that is, whatever 

| has an undes ae and a will, is a Per- 
ſon: And ſince HPirit is a word of the 

ſiame import, I ſhall le the 5 to uſe 
3 chem promiſcuouſſy. 
or 
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6 An ESSA Y on the 


Corollary. 


ILY 


Since one enen and one will con- 


- Nitute one Perſon ; three underſtandings and 


three wills conſtitute three Perſons. If there- - 
fore A, B. C be prov'd to have each of 
them an underſtanding and a will diſtinct 
fromthe other two, it follows, that A,B, C - 
are > three . or Spirits. f 


Dmgfuision 4. 


A a is a Body of ſuch a deter inte b 


I ſhape as we commonly call 2 human Body, 


animared by an intelligent active Land or 


Sunk. 


idea of a man in moſt people's ſenſe ; but of 
4 body, ſo and ſd Jhap'd, jorn'd to it. B. 2. 


1 Chap. 12. F. 6. and B. 4 c 6. 1 
ian « Man,” 4 Perſon, Lv 
be underſtood only with reſpect to his im- 
material part, which only is intelligent and 
active: the Body being inert and unactive, 
can't come into the idea of a perſon ; tho 


. Lal Eſſay concerning human 
Underſtanding, B. 2. Chap. 27. F. 8. For, 

I preſume, 'tis not the ts if a thinking 
or rational. Being alone, that makes the 
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it be a conſtituent part of the idea expreſ'd — 


We the word Man. T0 


Geral = 


* SCRIPTURE-TRINITY. i 


: Corollary 1. 


Hence ſhould an Angel, or ancmbody'd 
meſſenger of God, animate a human body, 
< 55 175 t * proper] 7 be laid to be, or bean, E 


 Corollory 1.5 


Hence Chriſt was a mal man, on \ ſappo- 
ſition of his body's being animated by the 
Wok, xf, the immediate F ormer of all : 


OW 
8 cbolum. 


1 think proper to obſerve, that 10 conceive 

1 of the Soul, or Spirit, upon its beginning 

co animate a Body, as confin'd within the 
ſpace taken up by that; and therefore ſince 


human Bodys are finite or circumſcrib d. 
5 their l muſt be ſo too. 


Corollary bs 


= ; 


Agde 0% is . Wo | eo... , 


fore can't be circumſcrib'd or confin'd with- 
in any finite part of pace, he can't animate 


a human body; ; that is, he” can't t become 
N © Mas. We 8 en 
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8 An ESSAY on th 


Corollary po 


Every man is a finite Being, as made up 
iy two finite parts; therefore no man can 


be God, becauſe he can't be finite and infi- 
nite at once. And ſince what was once n- 


 inflajte, can never become finite and | 


vice verſa ; it is impoſſible for God to be- 
come 4 Man, or 4 Man. God, at different 
times. 85 5 


Axiom 0 g 


"There is but one God ; that is, hike is 
but one Perſon, or Spirit, that is abſolutely 
: underiv'd, e of all n Se. 
e 3 3 

7 Corollary i. N. 


” Every ocher Being. whether Matter or | 
1 . derives all it is, and 355 from God. 


Corollary, 2 


5 1 there is but one underiv'd. Spirit, 1 
: 2 and all 481 Perfections are e = 


Mn oP WOK © . 9 — 


17 - By . A 1 mean not 74 Elk evident ee 8 
but ſuch alſo, as every thinking Perſon that profeſles himſelf 

a Chriſtian, will readily allow me to take for granted at pre- 2 

ſent; they being eaſily deduc'd from —— Princi- 

os of Reaſon, e or FENG, or boch. e 
E * 


(Cr. 1. Def. 10 and ſince every derived 
7 Being can have only derived Perfections, 
(Cor. 2. Def. 2) it follows, that every de- 
rived Perfection argues a derivation of Exiſ- 
rence. If then I prove any one Power of 
A to be derived, I may infer A to be a 


| N Creature; and conſequently all the reſt of e 


his Powers to be derived. 


Alion 2. 


The Scripture explain'd by it fair as | 

1 by right Reaſon, is the Rule to determine 
this Controverſy by, on account of its be- 
ing a matter of pure Revelation. And in a} 
explaining a particular Text, regard muſt 
be had both to the Subject or Perſon ſpo- 
ken of, and to the whole ſtrain of the reſt 
of Scripture ; ſo that nothing muſt be pre- 
dicated of A, inconſiſtent with the reſt of 
A's Character; or, one Text muſt not t be 3 


made to contradiet many. 


| Axiom 3. 


When the - Ali of a Word is de. | 


termin d in any | <p aged Text, we ought 
onification, unleſs forced 


by the Context, or the nature of the Thing 5 


to keep to that 


= ſpoken o! of, to | another. ; 


ScoRIPTURE-T RINITY. 9 
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e 


Since therefore perſonal P rindi ſome- 
times denote diſtinct Beings or Perſons, 
they muſt always do ſo, unleſs a good Rea- 
ſon can be given to the contrary, from the 
Context, or "Ie — of the Thing ſpo- .þ 
ken of. — | B 


Aim 4. 


ps Po ER Perfection cannot belong 5 : 
to two diſtin& Perſons ; and vice verſa, 
two Perſons can't have the ſame individual 


Perfection: becauſe then they would be | 


8 lame individual TRInn.-.-:_- = þ 
Suppoſe A and B two diltinct Perſons ; ; 
the :/dom of A, is not the fame ii ndivi- 
dual Wiſdom with that of B; becauſe As 
Wiſdom may be deſtroy d, and he become 
an Idiot, whilſt B remains as wiſe as ever. 
And ſo the ſame individual Thing might be 
the Subject of contrary Predicates at the 
ſame time; which is abſurd. Then might 
Z be at once in being, and out of being, 
derived and underived, Sc. Which 3 are Con. 
traditions i in Terms. WE 5 


Cees 


Sc ah TURE-TRINITY. 11 


* orollary. 


11 it 3 proved that A and B babe a 


perfection of the ſame Name, as // ;ſdom ; 


but that of A is underived, and ee | 


than that of B, which is derived; we ma 


conclude, tis only the ſame /pecifical Per- 
| fection; and conſequently that A andB 
_ are diſtinct Perſons: And vice ve r/a, TA 
and B are diſtin& Perſons, they can never 


have the ſame individual, tho oy OE 
N the ſame FA. erection. 


Axiom 5. 


NY If the Gee Perfection, as Holineſs, Sh ap- 
1 propriated to A in one Text, and aſcrib'd to 
P. in another, A muſt not be underſtood to 
poſſeſs it excluſive of B; but only inde- 


N pendently, or in a peculiarly high degree; 
or elſe che word mu be uſed i in two lenſes, 


Arion 6 


A and B are ſaid to 7 FAN the fame 
1 Act, when the one does it by the influence 

of. or by ability or commiſſ jon receiy d 
aa Ph. 
| Thus we ſay, Sir Chriſtopher W ren built 

S t. Paul's; tho the Under-workmen laid 
the Materials together : : Ti enough that 
» 8 . 


12 ÞAn ESSAY on the 
they, each of them, contributed their bart 
to raiſe that noble Pile of Building. 
So if A hires B to murder C, both A and 
B are ſaid to have murder'd him. 
When Jo/eph is ſaid to be the doer of 
| whatſoever the reſt of the priſoners did, 


Cen. xxxix. 22. that expreſſion can only N 


reſpect the influence he had over his com- : 
bs Panions, Or ae cy niet 


 Dropeſtti tion 1 ; 


The Father of our Lord Jeſs Chrif is a 
| SD Perſon. | 


= Hei is throughout the S repreſent- I 
5 ed as a reaſonable Being, poſſeſs d of Self- 
conſciouſneſs; as viewing. preſcribing Laws 
to, and forming a judgment of, the Actions 
of other intelligent Beings. But it will be 
ſufficient to produce two Texts, which evi- 
dently prove him to have the grand Cha- 
racteriſticks of a Perſon, which are Under- 
: ſtanding and Will. Def. 3. 5 
Matt. xxiv. 36. But of that day and 
hour knoweth no one, no, not the anger 


5 N Heaven; but my Father only. 


Mueaatt. xxvi. 39, 42. O my Father: if it 
be poſſible, let this cup paſs from me: ne- 


vertheleſi, not as T will, but as thou wilt. 


Where Chriſt, in an agony, defires the cup 
5 e pas from him, if it were conſiſtent 
With ; 
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SCRIPTUR E-TR INITY. 1 3 
with his Father's Will; otherwiſe he pati- 


ently. reſigns himſelf up to, and ad 


in, his Father's diſpoſal. 

Again, the Father is expreſly calld a 
Spirit, 70h. iv. 24. God is a Spirit; where 
E Context determines the word 0 0d to 


| the TR ver. 21, 2 * 


1 


2 ton 2. . 


Our Lord Jeſus Cbrift 1s 4 ; Perſon. TY of 
'T his undoubredly follows froin his being 


a 11000 Man, which is evident from the fol- 


lowing Texts. Joh. viii. 40. But now ge 
cel to kill me, a Man that hath told you 
the truth. Joh. i. 30. This in he, of adi 
_ T faid, after me cometh a Man, who 7 10 
3 Prefer d before me. See allo Joh. x. 33.— 
7. 46—9.11.—18. 17. He was indeed a 
Man rev of God, among the Jews, by 
miracles, and wonders, and ſigns, which 
God did by him, Act. ii. 22. that is, en- 
aVbled or commiſſio d him to do. He was 
a ͤ Man, whom God anointed to be Media- 
tor between himſelf and the degenerate 
race of Adam, 1 Tim. ii. 5. Now ſince 
in the Idea of Man, is contain'd that of an 
intelligent Being, as a conſtituent part of it ; 
1 and 1 i is a SI 4 he muſt be a Per- 


But 
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But further, his Vnderſlauding or Intelli- 


gence is evident from Fob. ii. 24. 25. He 
knew all Men, and he knew what was in 
Man. Luke ii. 52. Jeſus mcreasd in 


wiſdom, Sc. Nay, Col. ii. 3. In him are 
hid all the treaſures of wiſdom and know- 


leage. 


His ill or Agency is prov'd from Joh. 
vii. 24. Father, as for thoſe, whom thou 
Haſt given me, I will (or deſire) that 


where I am, they alſo may be with me. 


How obedient was he to his Father! 
how did he go about doing good to Man- 
kind! what affections of love and grief, 
Sc. do the Scriptures make frequent men- 
tion of! Can this be an unactive, an un- 


| thinking Being 
| Sebolium, 


As ' Chriſt was a real Man whilſt on 
Earth, ſo he continues to be the ſame, ſince 
his aſcenſion to Heaven: for he aſcended 
both Soul and Body; his Body having un- 

dergone that conſiderable Change, which 
was neceſſary to its being a fit inhabitant 
* of thoſe purer Regions; that is, tis nowa 
Piritual Body, à pattern of that Glory 
which our rais'd Bodies ſhall be advanc' d to. 
Tis very obſervable, that the Apoſtles in 
their Sermons and Epiſtles, compos d after 
our Sayjour's Aſcenſion, ſpeak of him as 
n!!! ˖·ĩ˙àQAA 1 
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SCRIPTURE-TRINITY. 15 
being ill a real Man, only with this dif. 


ference, that whilſt on earth, he is deſcrib'd 
as in a ſuffering condition, bur now in a 


Ore. and glorious one. 


0 dene. 


1 If Chriſt be a real Man, he can 518 no 
1 thi ing but a Man, or nothing inconſiſtent 
with his being a Compound of a human 


: 6 hand a finite Spirit. | 
| Propoſition 3. 5 
Te Hoh Ghoſt is a Fo. f 


Er is Underſtands 


| of God. 


His Will is "ar n 1 Chr. xii. 11. | © 
— viding to every. Man evrratly as he Rog 


WHT. 


There are ſeveral AD perſonal Pan ; 
| ties aſcrib'd to the Holy Ghoſt in Scripture; | 
as that, He may be grieved, Eph. iv. 30. 


Hie witneſſeth, Rom. viii. 16. He ig 4 com- 


forter, or advocate, Joh. xv. 26. He fearh- 
erh, Luke xii. 112. Speaketh, Act x. 19. 20. 
0 Sendelh. Ad. xiii, . Forbiddeth. Act. \ 


IVE: 6. 


* 2 
— 1 AS 
1 


= 2 is evident from 1 "Cor: 
B where bei is ſaid to inow the "_- 


He is conliderd as an intelligent Being , 
8 in a — manner, * Fe 0h. 5 : 
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and is frequently ſtyld emphaticall; 7 the 


85 or Fenn. 5111805 1 4 


Holy Ghoſt have each of them the Cha- 
racteriſticks of a Perſon, vis. Underſtand- 
ing and Will: therefore each of them ſingly; 
conſider'd is a Perſon; conſequently com- 
. plexly conſider'd, they are three Perſons 
ttuhat is, the Father, together with the Son | 
and Holy Ghoſt, are three Perſons. Cor. = 


Def. 3. 


2 Crit: 15 a E ili Perſon from the 
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Spirit; therefore he muſt ce be, a 


, 141. 
1 


We 8 then, that the Father, Son, and 


But as Scripture, when it ſpeaks of any | 
one of theſe Perſons /ingly, exprelly aſſerts 


or ſuppoſes. his being a Perſon; ſo when it 
-/ treats of them 70 ether, it does juſt, the 
ſame, as We hall fe 
PIERS L kid; BY} 21H 


e in n the e Pro- 5 


Drop Zion 4. 


a ad mmm ia 


F. alher. 


\For th ey Pert diſtin 8 


; 

: fince Chriſt knew not what the Father new. 
Mark xiii. 32. But of that day—tnoweth | * 
no one, neither the Angels — nor the Sou; | / 
but the Father. As here'the Knowledge of | 
the * of] Ons is cxpreſly deny d of 


the 


Perſons. (Cor. Ax. 4) 


' Obferye alſo the mutual Knowledge the 

is Father and Son had of one another, Matt. 

| xi. 27. No one knoweth the Son, but the 
F e neither knowerh any one the Ta- 

| ther, but the Son. The Knowledge the 
Son had of the Father, could not be diſtinct 
| fromthe Knowledge the Father had of the 
Son; unleſs they were diſtinct Spirits or 
| Perſons. See alſo „„ 


know my ſheep, and am known of them, ſo 


| the Father knoweth me, and 1 know the = 
| Father. The Knowledge of the Father and 
Son is as diſtinct, as thar of Chriſt and his | 


Sheep. 
They 11 0 diſtinct I ths "Job. vi. 


| For I came down from heaven, not to - wo 

| my own will, but the will of him that 
| ſent me. Joh. v. 30. I ſeek not my own 
| will, but the will of the Falber, who — 5 . 


| Jon 8 


Again, the Teflimeny of the Father was 1 
diſtin from the e Chriſt bore to 


himſelf, 


SCRIPTURE- TRINITY. 17. 
the Son; ſo in Matt. xxiv. 36. (a Text 
parallel to this) ir is appropriated to the 
Father. Now the ſame Spirit could never 

* know and be ignorant of the ſame thing at 
the ſame time. The {ame individual Know- 
ledge could not be greater and leſs; conſe: 
* quently the Knowledge of the Father was 
not the ſame individual Knowledge with that 
of the Son's; therefore 1 were diſtinct I 
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_ himſelf, Joh. v. 31,32, 36,37 IV bear wir. 


neſs of my ſelf, my witneſs ig not true ; there 


2s another that beareth witneſs of me . Ba 


have greater witneſs than that of John. 


— and the Father himſelf — hath born 
witneſs of me. If John the Baptiſt was a 


Witneſs, ver. 32. and the Father a diſtinct. 


Witneſs from John, becaule a greater, ver. 
36. 37. and both of them creditable Wit-. 
neſſes; the Teſtimony of the Father was 
diſtinct from that of the Son, whole Teſ- 
timony to himſelf in his own Cauſe, had 
not been true, or worthy of the Jews 


credit and belief. Again, Chriſt ſays he 


was not alone, bur He and the Father; 
and he ſhews, thatas the 5 
Jeuiſb Law 2 two Witneſſes, 1 
here were Tu; for he bore witneſs to 
| himſelf, and the Father that ſent him dure ; 
witneſs of him, ver. 18. Now if the Fa- 
ther and Son were two Wirneſſes, they muſt 
be two Spirits. However difficult it may 
be to evince the juſtneſs of our Saviours 
Reaſoning from the Law of Moſes, which 
required two Witneſſes diſtinct from the 
party concern'd, becauſe they were to bear 
witneſs to him; yet the uſe I make of this 
Tent is certainly fair, it being only to prove . 
Father and Son two diſtinct Witneſſes. 


If Chriſt and his Father were not diſtinct 


Perſons,” how could he ſay, Joh. xii 44. 
: He that believeth on ne, velleverhy not , 


me, 


Wh 


SERIPTURE-T'RINITY. 19 


no, but on him that ſent me? How could 
their Love be ſo diſtinct, as is ſuppoſed Joh. 
Xiv. 21. He that toveth me, ſhall be lobe 
of my. Father, and I will love him ? that 
is, not only my Father, bur I my ſelf will 
alſo love him. How could he pray to his 
Father, Foh. xvii, unleſs he pray'd to him 
* felf ? Did he pray to himfelf, that if it 
| were hir own will, the cup might paſs from 
bim 2 and when he immediately ſubjoins, 
Nevertheleſs, not as I will, but as thou 


wilt, Mat. xxvi. 39. did he ſubject his own 


Will to his own Will ? or can the ſame 
Spirit have a Will and a Will, the one lub- : 


| Jedted, to the other? 


Il might alſo argue 855 the perfinal Pro. 2 
N mln, I, Thou, We, Sc. Joh. xiv. 23. I = 
aun once love me— my Father will love him, 
| and we well come unto. NT Sc. See Co. 
| re pp N { 


| Propyfition go 


f The Thy Ghoſt is 4 diſtin? Perſon from ; 


the 4 ather aud the 8 on. 


; oy "<9 the Father; as as being given and Sy 


ent by him, Job. xiv. 16,26. 


u. Dum the * as ben ſent by him; 
Joh. xvi. 7, 13, 14. But if I depart, 

"0 45 will fend him (the een un- 
Sil 7 
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: himſelf Joh. v. 31,32,36,37: If I bear wit. 


neſs of my ſelf; my witneſs is not true; there 
7s another that beareth witneſs of me. Bu 
I have greater witneſs than that of John. 


aud the Father himſelf — hath born 
witneſs of me. If John the Baptiſt was a 
Witneſs, ver. 32. and the Father a diſtince 
h Wiles from John, becaule a greater, ver. 
36. 37. and both of them creditable Wit- 
nieſſes; the Teſtimony of the Father was 
diſtin from that of the Son, whoſe Teſ- 
timony to himſelf in his own Cauſe, had 
not been true, or worthy of the Jews - 
credit and belief. Again, Chriſt ſays ge 
was not alone, but He and the Father; 
Job. viii. 16, 17. 
Jewiſh Law required two Witneſſes, ſo 
| here were 2; for he bore witneſs to 
himſelf, and the Father that ſent him bore 
witneſs of him, ver. 18. Now if the Fa- 
ther and Son were two Witneſſes, they x muſt 
be two Spirits. However difficult it may 
be to evince the juſtneſs of our Saviour's 
Rcaſoning from the Law of Moſes, which 
required two Witneſſes diſtinct from the 
party concern'd, becauſe they were to bear 
witneſs to him; yet the uſe I make of this 
Text is certainly fair, it being only to row! . 
Father and Son two diſtinct Witrneſſes. 


and he ſhews, that as the 5 


If Chriſt and his Father were not Ane 


Perſons, how could he lay, Joh. xii. 44. 
: He rout velevers. on me, Lelieuetii uo bu 


me, 


SERIPTURE-TRLENITY. 19 
us, but on him that ſent me 2 How could 
their Love be ſo diſtinct, as is ſuppoſed Joh. 
\ Xiv. 21. He that toveth me, ſhall be loved 
| of my Father, and I will love him ? that 


is, not only my Father, bur I my fe! IH will 
alſo love him. How could he pray to his 
Father, Joh. xvii, unleſs he pray'd to him- 


Jelf ? Did he pray to himlelf, that if it 


were hir 0wn will, the cup might pals from i 


b him 2 and when he immediately ſubjoins, 
; Nevertheleſs, not as I will, but as thou 


tt, Mat. xxvi. 39. did he ſubject his own 
Will to his own Will ? or can the ſame 


| Spirit have a Will and a Will, the one lub- 
| Jedtadiito the other?! 


I might alſo argue f from the perſiuai Pro. Ges 

| 8 1, Thou, We, Sc. Joh. xiv. 23. 7 28 
of any one love me— my Father will love him, 
| and we will come unto him, &c. Sce Co- 5 


rol Ar 3. 
' Propyfiion 5 5. 


The thy Ghoſt is 4 diſtindt Perſor from 


the F. ather and the 9 on. 


1 from che Fat how x: as helags given a and 1 


ſent by him, Job. Xiy. 16,26. 


u. From the Son; as baun ſent by hes; 8 
Joh. xvi. 7, 13, 14. But if I depart, 


. will — 924 him ng e un- 
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to you hut when he, the Spirit of 


truth, is come, —he ſhall not ſpeak { 
F bimſelf'; but whatſoever be ſhall | 


Hear, that ſhall he ſpeak : — He Hall 


glorify me, fon he ſhall receive of 


Mine, and Shall ſhe 1 unto ret 10 


All three Perſons are ſeveral times jon 


rogether in ſuch a manner, as clearly to 


E denote a real Diſtinction : See Mat. xxviii. 
19. Job. xiv. 16. nn 26. Nr akon Th 


2 Cor. Xiii. T4. 


1 r 


5 1 have proved from Looruie, ebe the 
Po Fecher, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, are 
three diſtinct Perſons ; inaſmuch as each of 
them is throughout that Book ſpoken of, as 
having an Underſtanding and Will diſtinct 
from the other two, (Ax. 2d. and Corol. 

Def. 3.) And indeed, they muſt be three 


different Beings, or three different Parts, 


Relations, or Conſiderations of the ſame Be- 
ing or Spirit. Now the ſcripture Expreſ- 
ſions are by far too ſtrong for the latter 
caſes; beſides the abſurdity of OE : 
either three completely intelligent volunta- 


ry Parts of one intelligent Being; or the 


lame Being in one capacity, the Sender and 


| Begetter of it ſelf in another capacity; 


a9 

. 

3 

5 

* 

1 . 


ex. gr. The Father ſending himſelf, as Ho- 
I» Ghoſt ; e bimlelf, as Son, ko 
: A 


„ ] — aA, Kh ail : dps 


, * zz; ß ĩ hee a ae 
; ES: & SIS. F wy - po We WE et 


| thi ſame time that he is uobeporren,” as 


Father, I ſay, ſince Scripture and Reaſon 


conſpire to reject theſe latter caſes, the firſt 
muſt take place; viz. They are three diſ- 
tinct Spirits, not three different Parts, or 
3 Conſiderations, or Relations of the ſame 
, be. 
NoO / theſe three Spirits muſt either be 
equal or unequal. . ” 
1! ſhall now proceed to prove, that the 
Son and Holy Ghoſt are unequal and in- 


= ferior to the Father. 


When any Perſon is ſaid to be unequal ; 
and inferior to another, ir may be either 
in reſpect of his Original, or his natural 

| or moral Powers. e 
I A derive his Exiſtence . be will 

| and power of B, whether by Generation 

or Creation, he is inferior to him with! re- 
= PET to his Original. 
If A receive Knowiledee, &e. From! B, or 0 It 
is leſs knowing, Sc. than B, he is inferior 
to him, either with reſpe& to the deriua. 
Tion or _ of his natural e 
both. 18 Ee, 
If A receive niit to exerciſe | au- 

5 chority or dominion over others, from B, 


or is {ent or employ'd in any lets honoura- 


ble errand or work by B, he is inferior to 
him, with reſpect to his moral Powers ; 
and is ſubordinate to him, or his Meſſenger 7 
and Servant, | 
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| Now: lurely tis more Honourable: to \gite 
lan to receive; to ſend than to be ſent; 
to iſſue out a Commiſſion, than to act by 
it; to have every one act according to our 
don will, than to act according toſothe 
Will of anyone; to commusicate Exiſtence 
and natural or moral Powers, than to re- 
ceive them The Perſon communicating | 
: is error, and the berg en en is 
. - Vor ot dei eon ett 


:  Propefon Gs 101 
Chriſt Teſs + 15 inferior 70 the Father. 


1 e In reſpect of bis Original, FRY a * | | 
= toa Father z Acts iii 13. The God of 'Abra- | 
l ham, and of I ſaar, and of Jacob, the God of 
our fathers, hath glorified hin ſon Feſus, &c. : 
— Ver. 26. God having raid uf his fan. 7 A 
[ _ fas, &c. See alſo: Jh: viii. 5 54. 1 Joh. i. 3. 
Now the ame Sons do not ( propetly Þ 


| ſpeaking) receive their Exiſtence from their 
Fathers, who are only the Inſtruments God 
* ER Wc ufe of, to into a new Creature ; 
into the world; yet Chriſt is certainly 
=_ * a Son as receives his Exiſtence from 
= his Father; not as an 10 0 but as = 
A e ou Na ig $6. 


* | 
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as 


. The 1 5 powers and! Endowments: 
a his mind, however capacious and en- 
larg d, are ſpoken of as inferior and ſubjec- 
ted to the Father. | 
His Knowledge was inferior to the Fas 
ther's in degree, fince he knew not the 
day of judgment, Mar. xiii. 32. which the 
Father had an exact fore knowledge of ; 
and ſince he needed a particular Revelati- 
on from God, to acquaint him with the 
ſeveral Fates and Periods of his own Church. 
i. whatever fulneſs of tre- 
ſures of wildom and knowledge he 3 
have, yet it pleaſed the Father, that l 
this Pa ſhould dwell in him, Co/. ii. 3. | 
ii. 19. that is, he derived it from the 
Father, and depended on bim for the 2 
=: © continuance of it. ED 
| His Will was inferior to ks Father's, . 1 
| becauſe ſubject to it, Luke xxii. 8 2. Job. „ 


1 — = B 4 
— 1 10 — a — _" — 2 — W rr — — 4 = — i 4 * 3 : — 
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6 als. = 


| V. 5 8 : 
: | All his i ag 1 was 2A 
» | 00 from the Father. The derivatiun - 
of his; Authority from, and its fabordina. 
tus to, the Father, is evident from hence 
that the Father, who made bim Head over " 
all things. Eph. i. 22. Was himſelf the 


| Headoft Chriſt; 1 Cor. xi. 3. And not- 
5 | 8 he committed all Judgment 
W 9 Job. v. 22. yet a time will 

come, 
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come, when the rezal Juriſdiction he e- 
ceibd from the Father, muſt be deliver'd ; 
* to him again, 1 Cor. xv. 24, 28. 5-8 
But to conclude ; the Inferiority of the 
| Son to the Father is put paſt diſpute, by 
Joh. xiv. 28. The Fathe 1 ig greater than 1. | 
For in whatever reſpect the Father is 
greater or ſuperior to the Son, in that ver 
reſpect the Son i is > lels, or inferior to the | 
E Father. | | 


| Corollary 15 


Since Chriſt is 2 Son, he 155 a . 

: Exiſtence, Corol. 2. Def. i. and therefore 

is not an abſolutely underived Spirit; which 
"ll 0 of the Idea — * the ry 1 


| Corollary 8 5 


: Since Chriſt has a limited Knowledge, 
; ood that dependent on his Father's Will, 
he is not poſſeſs'd of all Per fectious, nei- 
ther in kind nor degree. For an abſolutely 
all. perfect Being is poſſeſs d of every Per- 

fection in the higheſt degree as in 1 


1 
endentl on an och 7 2 
wy * * ; OE we 0 
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Corollary z. 


Since Chriſt's. Dominion is but /#bordinate, 
he is but 2 God; for 'tis ſupreme Dominion 
from whence a Perſon is denominated Gl. 
| . If any one upon comparing theſe Corol. 

tarys with Def. 1. and 2. thinks fit to call 

Chrift 2 Creature, meaning nothing bur a 
| deriv'd Being, of finite Powers, ſubordinate 
to the firſt Cauſe, I have nothing to object 
{ againſt it; only let me caution him in a 
| friendly manner, leſt by an unguarded ar- 
{ plication of that Word to our bleſſed Savi- I 
{ our, he inſenſibly entertains as low and di- 
| minutive an Idea of our great Deliverer, as 
our Trinitarian Brethren have conſtantly = 
affix d to that Word. We ſhould always 
endeavour to promote in our minds tze 
bigheſt eſteem for Him, to whom, under . 
God, we owe all the Happineſs we have or 
hope for, here or hereafter. But yet as on 
the one hand, in point of gratitude to ſo 
ſingular a Benefactor, we ſhould heartily 
rejoice in the Honour God has exalted 
our Lord Jeſus to in the higheſt Heavens; 
lo on the other hand, in point of duty to 
our God and his God, we ſhould not dare 
to adorn even a dying. Redeemer with ſn- 
preme Godhead, the incommunicable Glory 
of his God and Father. In reality, there is 
no medium between an underiv d, and a de- 


E riyd 


(v. Chriſt) who is the Firſt-born of every 


born of every Creature; that is, the firſt of | _ 
1 — and the moſt like the inviſible y 
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riv'd Being; the ſupreme and a ſubordinate 
Ruler; the inviſible God and his Image, 


Creature, Col. i. 15. So that we mult either 


5 ſay, our Saviour is the inviſible God him- | + 
| ſelf, and no Creature; or elſe that he is the 
| Image of the inviſible God, and the Firſt- | | 


 Propoſit „ 


: 7 he 2 Ghoſt ts inferior to the Father 
and the Son. FT 


TT”. . Hei is s repreſented as at the poll of 
the Father; en and ſent by him; Job. , 
xiv. 16, 26. By. 
2. He is alſo repreſered as at the diſpo- an 
fal of the Son, Joh. xv. 26. and acting by Ch 
commiſſion from him, Job. xvi. 1 ED 14. bei 


"Maw Gio Chriſt i inferior to the Father | hay 
1 (Prop. 6.) and the Holy Ghoſt is inferior] der; 
to Chriſt, he f is much more inferior to the | the) 
oy " Havida rd Father: - Son, wit Holy ry 
Ghoſt to be three diſtin Spirits, of which] Che 


the two latter are inferior to the firſt, II alon 


might conclude the Father only to be God; I 
becauſe God muſt be ſuperior to every other [Sls 
id Being. Now "wy one will grant me, that 
S et: ſupreme IF 
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ſupreme Godhead is ſomewhere to be found 5 
among theſe three Perſons: 

Either in a Conjunction of all cheſe; ; then 
God would be three Spirits, not one Spirit 
| 8 
Or, in « ach; of them: j tha chere would : 
| be three Gods, contrary to (Ax. 1.) 


| 
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Or in one alone, excluſive of the other — 
| two; then it muſt be the Father. 1 
But I rather chuſe to give a direct proof I * 
| of the Father 8 ſupreme Godhead, in # 
| *  Propoſiti tion 8. 
The Father of Jeſu Orif, and be alone, ; 
1 uu 15 . 


A or, 1. He alone. 5 is rie which 5; is : 
ö an unalienable Property of God. (Def. 1.) 
1 Chriſt Jeſus has a derivative Exiſtence, as 
being begotten, (Cor. 2. De,.) 1. Both Chriſt 
(Prop. 6.) and the Holy Ghoſt (Prop. 7.) 
er 1 deriv'd Powers, and conſequently 1 
or] deriv d Exiſtence (Cor. 2. Ax. 1.) It remains 
he therefore, that the Father only i is underiv'd, 7 
Por God. 
ly} 2. He is ſperior to the Son and bale. 
ich Ghoſt, (Prop. 6, and 7.) and therekoes he 
, Il ſelane! is God, n Def wy 


bart -:- Eo TE 
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3. He is repreſented as the God, as well 3 
as the Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by | 


Chbriſt himſelf, Joh. xx; 15. by St. Paul. | 
Eph. i. 3, 17. Col. i. 3. Heb. 1 9. by st. He. HK 


ver, „ f 
4. He is the origin Autſvr of all woe | 
B. were God, (Cor. 3. Def. 
created all things by Jeſus Chriſt, "oh. 1.9 
and he made the World by Chriſt, Heb. i. 2. 
Nov ſince Jeſus Chriſt is , atrodue'd as the 
Maker of all things, Joh. i. 3. and the Fa- 
ther made all things by him; he can be 
bur the miniſtring or econdary efficient 


| Cauſe, (Cor. 4. Def. 1.) and the Father is 
the primary Efficient, or original Author of 


all things; therefore G04: and 3 

8 ty he only, 1 7 
F. He is che original and fu reme Cover- 
1H of all things; therefbre God, (Def. 1:) 
I be Holy Ghoſt never has Dominion 
alcrib'd to him, much leſs ſupreme Domi- 
nion; therefore not only is not God, but is 


555 not a God. 


Jeſus Chriſt has all Judgment convirind; 
to him by the Father, Fob. v. 22. He was 
ordain'd of God to be Judge of the living. 


1 aud of the dead, Acts x. 42. The Father 


Put all things under his free, 1 Cor. xv. 
27, 28. and made him head over all things, 
Eph. i. 22. and gave him power over all 
72 Joh. xvii. 2. aud gave all things into 
* hand Job. iii. 35. — xi. go So that our Sa- 

viour 8 
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vidur's Dominion is deriv d and ſubordinate 

: to. the Father's, who muſt conſequently be 

' the original and ſupreme Ruler. 

6. Chriſt, the faithful and true Witneſs, 7 
ex reſly aſſerts him to be the only true God, 
"ae XVii. 3. This is eternal life, to know 


| thee, the only true God, and him, whom 


| rhou haſt ſent, viz. Jeſus Chrift « and the 


| God of the Jews, Fob. viii. 54. St. Paul 


done Cod; 


4 ſays, the Father is the one God, of whom 


Acre all things, in contradiſtinction to Jelus — 


Chriſt, the one Lord, by whom are all ; 
| things, x Cor. viii. 6. the one God, and 


if Father of all, as diſtinguiſh'd from the one I 
Lord, Eph. iv. 6. 5 1 


I would here note, that the Title of 52 


one Lord, is as much appropriated to n : 


as that of the one God is to the Father: ſo 
that as Jeſus Chriſt, the one Lord, by whow 
are all W 4 is excluded from — the 


whom are all things, is excluded from = | 

ing the one Lord; and that with ver d 

reaſdn, becauſe twas God that make Jeſus 
Sane 3s well as Chriſt, Al. ti. 36. 


Corollary. 


C lle Chriſt 
is an underivd Spirit; ſince he is the ori- 


o the one God the Furber, of 


ginal Author, and firſt Cauſe of all things; 


n is che ! and ſupreme Governor T 
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of all, or ſole Monarch of the Univerſe, he 

is G04; theſe Ideas being applicable to no 

other: For the Son and Spirit have been 

prov'd to be Perſons diſtinct from, and in- 
A ferior © to, the Färber. e 


"Now ler the Reader jodas for himſelf ( as 


he ought always to do) and try whether nge 


gaqann form any conſiſtent ideas of the follow- = 


: ing ror nag 


. The Father, ether with the Son 
and _ __ make ”. (or 9 w_ _ 
God. L 


: If: an ſhould lay down this Mathematica 4 F 
— tion as acertain truth, E SHG; 
and it be prov d that F G; does it not on X 
dently follow, that SH = O, in order 
to make the former Propoſition true? How | 
can the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt together be God, when there is but 
one Goc, that is, one Spirit, of whom 
my firſt Def. is predicable, and the Father 


” be prov'd a Spirit, of whom all the Ideas 


included in the word Gd are predicable ; 


- | unleſs the Son and Holy Ghoſt ſtand for 


nothing, are no Beings ? And have I not 
prov'd them two Den diſtinct roms: the > 
N Father ? 5 125 


2. The Father, the Son, and the Holy 


| Ghoſt are three Perſons, and one God. 


| Here are two diſtinct Propoſitions. 


Thefr/t is this, the Father, theSon, and the 
Hach Ghoſt are three Perſons. If the word 
Perſons expreſſes no determinate Idea, the 
| Propoſition has no Predicate ; and there- 
fore nothing is affirm'd of the Subjects: 


but if that Word has any meaning to it, it 


| mult ſignify intelligent Agents, or Spirits. 


The Second Prop. is this, | The Father, 


the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, are one God; 


| that is, in other words, The Father, the 
Som, and the Holy Ghoſt, are one Spirit. 


The Propoſition made up of theſe two, is ] 
this, The Father, the Son, and the Holy © | 


T Ghoſt are three Perſons, and one God; 
that is, they are three Spirits, (Def. 3.) 


V 


the Holy Ghoſt is God; and yet there - 
is but one God That is, the Father is an 


underiv'd Spirit, the Son is an underiv'd 
Spirit, the Holy Ghoſt is an underiv'd Spi- 
rit; and yet there is but one underiv'd Spi- 
rit. That I have not miſrepreſented the 
Meaning of this third Propoſition, appears 
from hence, that if the Reader puts the De. 
| finition of God inſtead of the Word, he'll = 


— 
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find that three Perſons, each of whinh is 
God, are three underiv'd Spirits, Sc. and 


Vet tis ſuppos d there is but one Go; that 
is, one ungeriv'd Spirit : ſo that three unde- 


riv'd Spirits are one underiy d Spirit, or 


PN above. 


ol Queſt. % Are not thigh Perſons, each of 
which is an underiv'd Spirit, three Gods? 
| Juſt as when I fay, Peter is a Man, Paul 
is a Man, Timothy is a Man; do I not 
plainly affirm Peter, Paul, and 7 un 


to be three Men, not one Man! wh 


Queſt. 2. If the Father, rogether with - 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt, be God, how 
comes it to paſs that the Father alone is 
called God, that the Son alone is called 
SGS God, Ge? ls the Father, Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt ? Is the . F ather, San and 


ö Tory” Ghoſt, Se? 


Ho Chriſt be not God, nothing can prove . 
him to be God; becauſe nothing can prove 

a falſe Propoſition to be true. But yet 
there are ſome Texts of Scripture, the miſ- 
8 underſtanding of which has led ſome very 
pious people into the Notion of Chriſt's 
being the ſupreme God, which therefore 
geſerve our ſerious Confideration. How- 
ever this be, I can't help obferving, that 
the Care taken by the Writers of the Scrip- 
ture co ſecure the ſupreme Glory to pr 
Toy . 


E A oa dE a; 


3 


 SCRIPTURE- TRINITY. 33 
the Father, and yet to give our Saviour 
Jeſus Chriſt his due tribute of Praiſe, is very 
remarkable. It looks to me, as if the Spirit 
of God had foreſeen the general ſpread of 
the Trinitarian Scheme; and, being zealous 
for the peerleſs Majeſty of the Supreme 


Being, had deſignedly guarded againſt it. 


Thus where any particular Texts ſeem to 

_ raiſe the the Glory of Chriſt to an equality 
with his God and Father, we have always 

another directly calculated to caſt a light 

on the former, and prevent its being miſ- 
underſtood. The former Claſs of Texts 


ſeem deſign'd ro aggrandize our Saviour. 


and to excite our Gratitude to expreſs it 
ſelf in the loftieſt Sentiments of ; our great . . 
Deliverer, and moſt active Obedience to 
him, who being rich, for our ſakes became 


poor; but is now exalted on the right hand 


of the Majeſty on high. The /atter Claſs 


of Texts place God on the Throne, ang 
teach us, while we confeſs Chriſt Jeſus to 


be our Lord, to do it to the Glory of Gd 
EY oO BY % %ᷣ ⅛U (T 


I hall produce {ome inſtances of Texts, 


which ſpeak loudly the Grandeur of our 


Saviour's Perſon; and ſhall ſhnew, that they 
are far from proving his Equality with God, 


I who is rhe Author and Beſtower of whatſo- 


ever he is and has. 


P 


to himſelf, Hai. xlv. 21, 22. ; 
10 God elſe beſt des me, a 7 juſt God and a SC. 
01017 ; there is none beſides me. Look unto 
nne, and be ye ſaved, all the ends of the 
earth; | Tor 7: am God, and there is none ele 


8 God. Te 
Chriſt poſſeſs'd of ſupreme Dominion, con- 
trary to Prop. 6. where his Dominion is 
proved to be derived; conſequently not | 
the latter, therefore, denotin 

only ſubordinate Dominion, is to be prefer d | 
St. 7ohn then aſſerts our Saviour (or the 
259) to be a God, (bed,); not intending to 
adyance him to an equal Honour WRE: the] 
Father, who is (5 6s) God. 9 
An equal Honour can no ways be con- 
cluded from the Word 0; ; becauſe the} 
Scripture gives the ſame Title to Angels and 
. Mag 


> ſupreme : 
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I. 'Tis urged that Jeſus Chriſt is honour'd 


Sh the Title of God, Joh. i. x. which 
Title the ſupreme Being hath a n 


4 there is 


„. anſwer, the wel beds, (er God, I 


Fob. i. 1 Y may be rendred either God or 
former rendring ſuppoſes 


oiſtrates, the works of our Saviour 8 


own hands. To Angels, Pf. xcvii. 7. Mor- 
| hip (or bow to) him all ye Gods": And 
to Magiſtrates, Pf. Ixxxii. 6. I have ſaid 'ye 


are Gods, and all of my are children 0 
the Moſt High : ver. 7. But ye ſhall dit 


like men, and fall like one of 1 1 princes} 
4 he called them Gods, 
0 / 


Job. x. 34 35 


G od, 
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unto whom the word of God came, Gc. 
that is, who were commiſſion'd and au- 


| thoriz'd to act by God. Now if the Works 
of Chriſt's hands are called Gods, Why 
may not Chriſt, tho the Work of God's, be 
| honour'd with the Title of a God; eſpeciallx 
| ſeeing he has an undoubted Dominion over 
them, who on account of their Dominion 
over others have that Title given to them? 


Again, the Won d, tho he be calld 2 


1 yet he is ſaid to be with God; not 

one ar of a Spirit with another part of 

\. | the ſame Spirit; but one Spirit called the 

is | W oRD, with another Spirit called 5 6s, 
tin contradiſtinction to im, who in the 

2 fame Verſe is called 9e. But effectually to 
4 prevent any ill Conſequences ariſing from : 
be] ſuch a ſeemingly unguarded Expreſſion, we 

to] are told, Heb. i. 8, 9. that this Wo RD, or 

he“ Son of God, had a a above him, who 

is called bzs God. But to the Son, 2 fag 

n. — Therefore God, thy God, hath a. 

thel vointed thee with the oil of gladneſs a= 

ndl 29ve thy fellows, or thoſe that were par-. 

mrs} cakers with thee in Dominion, on which ac- 

. count they were called Gods. 

And Whether or no Chriſt be called a Gd, ) 

d ye Rom. ix. 5.1 cannot determine, till I am 

X more fully fatisfy'd about the Perſon the 


Apoſtle had in view. 


|| her. then that Paſſage ſhould be rendred ; 
| Goa, Who 3s ir over ah, be bleſſed, &c. or 


F. " EE who 


If he meant the Fa-. N : 


36 Au ESSAY on the 
who (that is Chriſt) zs over all, God be 
bleſſed, &c. But if he meant the don, Je ſus 
Chriſt, it ſhould be rendred, who ig a God 
over all, bleſſed, Sc. and then a God over 
all, can ſignify no more, than Head over 
all, Zph. i. 22, that is, Ruler over all. 
Now the Headſhip or Dominion of Chriſt is 
either inherent and underiy'd, or commu- 
nicated and deriy'd. The former it cannot 


be. becauſe God the Father gaye him to be 


ly inferior 


Head over all things, and put all things un- 
der his feet. And if the latter is true, it 
is manifeſt, that he, who put all things un- 

der him, muſt be excepted and exempted 
from his Juriſdiction, 1 Cor. xv. 27. there- 

fore his Dominion is neither univerſal nor 
ſupreme, but limited, deriv'd and ſubordi- 
nate: fo that the Scripture has ſufficiently 

- guarded againſt our confounding his Perſon 
and Dominion with that of the Father's. 
Our Engliſh Tranſlators therefore, who 

| ſeem to underſtand this Text of Chriſt, had 
better, in my judgment, have rendred that 
Paſſage thus; who zs a God over all, bleſ- 
fed for ever, Amen ; becauſe by ſtyling our 

Saviour God (not 4 God) they alcribe ſu- 

by. Frome Dominion to him, which is abſolute- 
Iy inconſiſtent with the Supremacy of the 
Father: for he is not ſupreme, who is on- 


to none; but he, who is ſupc- 


Triortoall, i 3 
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II. Tis argu'd, that our Saviour is one 
and the ſame Being with his Father, from 
his ſay ing, Joh. x. 30. I and the Father 


I anſwer, this Text fully proves the 
Power of Chriſt to ſecure his faithful ones 
from ws over-power'd and deſtroy d by 
their implacable Enemys. Tis as if he 
had faid; * Ir is one and the ſame thing 

** whether you are in my hands or my Fa- 
_ ** ther's; you ſhall be as effectually ſecur'd 5 
= „by me, as if God himſelf had taken yoa 
| under his immediate Care and Protection.” 
But that our Saviour hereby intended to 
make himſelf one Being with his Father, 
can no more be prov'd, than that he in- 
tended to make all Believers one Being. 
1 when, Joh. xvii. 11. he prays his Father to 
FF Kkeep—thoſe, whom he had given him, and 
) immediately adds, that they may be one as 
] we are. See allo Ver. 22. and the Glory © 
t | which thou gaveſi me, I have given them, 
7 


that they may be one, even as we are one: 
r ſo Ver. 21. that they may be one in us. 
- St. Paul allo makes all Chriſtians, as it 
were, one Man, Gal. iii. 8. 
proves Chriſt one Being with the Father, 
proves all Believers one Being; becauſe they 
are one, juſt as Chriſt and the Father are 
one: but Belieyers are not one Being, but 
n 8 


: Nou the ſame Form of expreſſion which 
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as many Beings as they are diſtinct Perſons ; 
ſo no more is Chriſt and his Father one 
Being, becauſe two diſtin& Perſons, Prop. 4. 
So that unleſs Chriſt was a diſtinct Being 
from, and at the ſame time one and the 
fame Being with, the Father, this Text can 


have no reference to an — 8 of Being. 


5 III. We have a magnificenr Repreſentation ; 
of Chriſt, Col. ii. 9. In him > 
the fulneſs of the Godbead bodily ; which 
is almoſt, if not quite, equal to that given 

us, foh. x. 30. I and the Father are one © 
for as there the Father and he are ſaid to be 
one, here he is deſcrib'd as having all the 


5 divine Pulneſs conſtantly reſiding in him, 
and that not in type and figure, but in re- 


w_ therefore it is s concluded by ſome that - 


: he is God. 


{I * 0 chat we may not miſunderſtand 
chis Text, ler us conkicker 3 5 1 


1. Whatever be meant by this Falneſs, 


it cannot be the ſame individual Fulneſs with 
the Father's, (Ax. 4.) becauſe Chriſt is 
prov'd a diſtinct Perla from the Father, 


(Prop. 4.) If it be not the ſame, it muſt 
- 45 d from the Father, agrecable to 
Col. i. 19. It pleaſed the Father, that in 


bim ſhould all fulneſs dwell; and if it be 


5 . it muſt prove: Chriſt inferior to the 
: Father: 


welleth al! 
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Father: and therefore unleſs the ſame thing 
can prove A both equal and inferior to B. 
this Fulneſs can never prove Chriſt equal 

to, much leſs the ſame TR with the F ather, 

was is God. (Prop. 8.) At 


| 2. All the Fulneſs of the Gallen inof 
the ſame import with all the Fulneſs of 


God, Eph. iii. 19. and therefore this larter, = | 


which all Reliever, may be fill d with, will 
prove them to be God, as ſtrongly as the 


former, which it pleas'd the Father ſhould 4 


8 dwell in Chriſt, proves his ſupreme God- 
head; but the one is abiurd, e the +, 
other is lo too. TH # 


Tv. Shihe al from the Cave af — 


eribing the work of Creation to Chriſt. 
Col. i. 16, 17. that he is God; becauſe the 
ſupreme Being appropriates this work to 


himſelf as his peculiar Glory, Lſai. xliv. 24. 
Thus ſaith Jehovah 1 am Jehovah, 
that maketh all things, that fretcherh - 
forth the Heavens alone, that ſpreadeth 
Forth the earth by my ſelf: and 1 Adora- 


tion the twenty four Elders pay to him that | 


ber on the throne (char is. God) Rev. iv. 4. 
is founded on his having created all things. 


5 Pa der thele Scrigitnres may be eaſily 1 5 
'reconcil'd by Ax. 6. For tho, ſtrictly {peak- 


135 A the Act of Ais not the Act of B, and 
5 there- 


the Worlds by his Son, Heb. i. 2. 
I therefore A is ſaid to do the Action Z, 
and B is ſaid to do the ſame; and again, A 
:s ſaid to do Z by B; is not A in a different 
way or reſpect the author of Z, from what 
B is? and muſt not B be confider'd as act- 
ing miniſterially under A? The Caſe is eaſil 
apply d to God and Chriſt. See Cor. 4. Def. 1. 
I TI might urge in anſwer to the Objectors, 
| that if God the Father oxy did create (ac- 
| _ cording to Iſai. xliv. 24.) then Chriſt, or 
the Son, did not at all create (contrary to 
the Suppoſition in the Objection it ſelf) 2 A 
SC e 
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therefore A and B cannot, in the ſame reſpect, 
be faid to perform the fame individual Acti- 


on ; yet common Speech will juſtify the pre- 


dicating the ſame Action of A and B, when 
they both had a concern in it; when A 
communicated the skill and ability of doing 
it to B; when A orderd and directed, B 
officiated and acted under him as his mini- 
ſter and ſervant. Now the Scripture being 
Written in the common, not in the philo- 
ſophical Language, is not to be ſuppos d to 
uſe all the accuracy of a mathematical Diſ- 
cCourſe; it ſpeaks as the common people 
talk, not as the Mathematicians write. 
What wonder then, that the ſame Work is 
aadcrib'd both to Chriſt and to God, eſpe- 
Cially when we are aſſur'd they did it not in 
the ſame reſpect? for God created all things 
N by Jeſus Chriſt, Eph. iii. 9. and God made 


1 ²˙ on „ ae ot. 


SCRIPTURE- TRINITY. 414 
| Iefs the Son be the Father, whereas he is 


already prov'd a diſtinct . or Perſon, £ 


from him, (Prop. 4) 


k. Chriſt did many wonderful works a. 
bove the power of any Creature; there- 
fore, tis argu d, he | is God. 


4 anſwer, had hae . all 1 M 


ed all the Power God could communicate 
to a deriv'd Being, they muſt have been 
wrought by God himſelf, and ſo they had 
been none of hzs; for no Being can exert a 


oreater Power than it has: no finite „ 
can perform an Action which requires an in- 


finite Power to the performance of it. 


The way to judge what kind of Power . 
was exerciſed in the Miracles wrought by 


our Saviour, is to ſee what he himſelf, and 
others immediately concern'd, ſay of them. 


Now the Argument our Saviour draws from 


this mighty Power exerted by himſelf, 


would loſe all its force, on ſuppoſition of its 
being infinite, and underiv'd. See Joh. v. 36. 
The works which the Father hath given 
me to finiſh (or perform) the ſame works _ 
that I do, bear witneſs of me, that the 
Father hath ſent me. A Power deriv'd 


from another may argue a Miſſion from that 
other Perſon; but a Power inherent and 


underiv d, can never do ſo : Therefore Mi 


| * aon ug: a deriv'd Perfection, his Perſon . 


„„ * 85 
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muſt be alſo derivd, by Cor. 2. Ax. I. and 
conſequently his Power did not exceed that 
which God could communicate to a deriv'd 
Being, and does not prove him God. A- 
gain, he ſays, Joh. X. 25. that he did theſe ; 
Works in his Father's name, and that they 
bore witneſs of him, viz. that he was 
commiſſion'd from the Father. Tis upon 


the account of the Aſſiſtance God gave him 


in working his Miracles, that he is ſaid 0 
be with him, Act. x. 38. How God anoin- 
ted Jeſus of Nazareth with the Holy Ghoſt, 
and with Power, who went about doing 
good, and healing all that were oppreſsd 

F the devil; for God was with him. Nay, 
ſo careful is he to give his Father the Glo- 
WS of che F. J. Works, that he ſays, 
Joh: xiv. ro. The Father, that dwelleth in 
me, he doth the works ; as tho, becauſe he 
35 them by a receiv'd Power, hge 
himſelf had no hand in them 


S tt. Peter exprelly fays, AF. ii. 22. that 


Feſus of Nazareth was a Man approv'd 


of God, among the Fews, by miracles © 


and wonders, and ſigns which God did by | 
him. Now tho God may juſtly be ſaid to 
do what he enables a Creature ro perform; 
yet no one elſe can, with any propriety, be 
laid to do what K leſs than an Almigh- 
ty Power can effect; becauſe Omnipotence 
is an incommunicable Attribute of Gd. 


*® } 2 
1 F 


F 
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I can't help obſerving, . that the Specta- 
1 5 of our Saviour's Miracles et coor 
aſcribd them to a Power foreigu to, not 
inlerent in, him. They were too well 
.acquainted with the Miracles of Moſes, 
and others of their Prophets, whom they 
knew to be Men like themſelves, to argue 
any thing more than an extraordinary Al- . 
ſiſtance i in the caſe of our Saviour. | 
 Nicodemns, upon a conviction - of our 
Saviour's ability to work Miracles, came 
 FoJeſus by. night, and ſaid unto him; Rabbi, 
weiknow that thou art a teacher come from 
: God; for no one can do theſe miracles 
which thou doeſi, ankeſs God be with ys : 
3 Joh 1 1 
Upon the Multitudes ſeeing b eſus cure a 
Man of the Pally, Mat, ix. 8. they u. 
der d, aud glorify d G od, who bad given 
ſuch power unto Men. TT. 
So upon his raifing a Widow⸗ 5 Son from 


the dead, Lule vii. 16. Fear ſeis d on all, 


aud they glorify'd God, ſaying, that a great 


Prophet is riſen among us, aud that God 
hath viſeted his People. 

Niebither of them conclude the Aber of 

| theſe Miracles to be God: but the ove ar- 
gues, that he was a Teacher come from 

God, and that God was with him; the o- 


thore, that God muſt give him Power, and 


that.a TI was riſen meg them. * 
+ on 6 ** "fag It 
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If the Reader be pleasd to conſult the 
following Texts, Mat. xv. 31. Mark' ii.'12. 
Luke v. 25, 26. — Xt. 13. — XVit 15. — 


Xviii. 4.3. he will ſee how frequently Glory 


is given to God, on account of Miracles 


wrought by Chriſt; not only by the Spec- 
tators, but by thoſe who receiy'd the be- 


nefit of them. 


One of the moſt chfidaridle of our a. 1 
viour's Miracles, was his raiſing the Dead, 
an Inſtance of which we juſt now conſider d: 


but he claims to himſelf a Power, not only 


of raiſing others from the dead, but him- 
ſelf alſo; and without doubt his Claim was 
jut: but yet this Power being deriv'd, his 
Claim to it is no ways repugnant to thoſe 
Texts, whence I have prov'd his own De- 
rivation from the Firſt-Cauſe, or God. Nay, 
his owning the receipt of this Power from 
the Father, naturally leads us to aſcribe the 
Glory of the original Communication, and 
Reſtoration, of Life, to the Father only. 


Chriſt's Power to ' raiſe others is evident 


from his having Life in himſelf; andthe De- 
_ riyation of this Power is prov” d from hence, 
| that the Father gave to the Son to have 
Life in himſelf, Joh. v. 26. His Power to 
raiſe Hhimſelf is expreſs'd, Joh. ii. 19. De- 


ry this Temple, and in three days I will 


raiſe it up. Joh. x. 18. 1 have power to 
lay it down, and] have power to take it 
NE 6s you and the Derivation of this Power is 


acknows 


 acknowledg'd in the latter part of this ſame 
Verſe, This commandment have I receiv d 
of my Father, as well as from Cor. 2. Av. 1. 
the Teſt of his Powers being deriv'd, this 
muſt alſo, God having no one deriv'd Power, 
However, tho Chriſt had undoubtedly a 
Power of raifing himſelf; yet in fact, he 
did not do it, as is clear from the whole 
Current of Scripture, where the Father is 
perpetually declar d to have rais d him up 
from the dead. See Act. iii. 15. Whom God 
raisd from the dead, whereof we are wit. 
meſſes. This God appears, Ver, 26. to be 
the Father of Jeſus. See alſo, 1 Cor. xv. 15. 
And if Chriſt be not riſen _—Tea, and we 
are found falſe witneſſes of God; becauſe 
wwe have teſtify'd of God, that he raisd © 


u Chriſt. Neither does it appear, that it 


ever enter'd into the Apoſtle's Thoughts, 


8 


chat Chriſt rais d himſelf. 


Vl. The Univerſality of Chriſt's Domi- 
nion is argu'd from ſuch Texts, as Rom. ix. 5. 
Heb. i. 2. Eph. i. 20, 21, 22. Phil. ii. 9. 
Dan. vii. 14. Sc. If then his Dominion 
be uniyerſal/ "tis fopreme ; conſequently be 


—_ 


I anſwer, an #niver/al Dominion (pro- 
perly ſpeaking) is ſuch as extends over all 
| Perſons whatſoever, without exception; 
conſequently, is always ſupreme : but 9 
JJ) ĩ˙.i. - 
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God, who gave our Saviour his very ex- 
tenſive Dominion, muſt in all reaſon be ex- 


cepted from the number of the Subjects of 


it; our Lord's Dominion can neither be 


univerſal nor ſupreme. His Right indeed to 


rule us, and our Obligation to obey him, is 
unconteſted; but let us ever remember, 
that God conſtituted him Heir of all things, 
put all things under his Feet, and gave him 


to be Head over all things, Gc. leſt when 


we confeſs by our Words and Actions, that 
Jieſus Chriſt is Lord, we reſt in him, and 
ob God the Father of his unalienable Glory. 
One of the moſt glorious of our Saviour's 
regal Acts, is that of the final judgment, 
whether we conſider the Pomp and Solem- 
nality of it, or the important Conſequences 
of the ſeveral Sentences that ſnall then be 
1 paſs d on good and bad Men. We know 
Sod ſnall in Perſon judge no Man, Joh. v. 2 f. 
but he has appointed Chriſt the Judge of all 


under him, Act. X. 42. — XVii. 31. and tis 


— 


fit he ſhould receive a large Revenue of 
Glory on that account. The Father hath 
committed all Judgment to the Son, that 
all Men ſhould honour the Son as they 
honour the Father, 70h. v. 22, 23. Now 
fſhould any one imagine, that Chriſt claims 
an Honour to himſelf, equal to that which 
Is due to the Father, he might eaſily be con- 
vinc'd of his Miſtake, by asking himſelt, 
Whether a Judge in an human Aſſize has a 


Right 


rr, . . um a <4 


—_—_  - — ] am. 
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- | Right'to the ſame Honour, as the King, who 

X ants him a Commiſſion to act in his 
f ame, and by his Authority, may lay a 
e juſtclaimto? And is not the Reſpect paid to 
o a Judge on the Bench founded on the royal 
s | Commiſſion, under which he acts? Ihe 
-, | only Inference then that can be drawn from 
s, | the Father's committing all Judgment to 
n | the Son, is, that all Men ſhould honour 
n {| him as we// as the Father; not, that they 
ſhould honour him as much as the Father. 
dA delegated Authority can never command 
7. equal Reſpect with that from whence it is 
—B ms 


1- | VI. Omniſcience, we are told, is aſcribed 
| to Chriſt, Joh. xxi. 17. Lord, thou know- . 
eft' all things. Joh: xvi. 30. Now we knw 
that thou e all things. And thence 
tis concluded; that our Saviour is in fach 

| Texs as theſe adyanc'd to an Equality with 
God, in reſpect of Knowledge; Omniſci . 

ence being as peculiar an Attribute of God, 


as Omnipotence. 


yy | I anſwer, that Omniſciencè is as really a 
w | peculiar and incommunicable Attribute of ß 
ns | God, as Omnipotence; but the Scripture 

ch never intended by thoſe, and ſuch like Ex- 
n- | preſfſions, to convey the Idea of Omni- 
If, ſcience: for tis plain, the Diſciples could 
a nor juſtly aſcribe this ro Chriſt, conſiſtently | 
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& with his being ignorant of any one thing; 7 

* Mar. xiii. 32. Nev. i. 1. nor conſiſtently 

5. with the Inference they draw from this 

1 _ pretended Omniſcience; which is only, 
. that he came Gy God; or was ſent -y " 
8 God, Joh. xvi. 30. 3 
3 Euxery one x Joy is acquainted with the | 
5 - Eaſtern way of addreſſing their Superiors, | 
F. will caſily ſuppoſe twas a common Com- 
i. pliment paid their great Men and Prophets, 
F. to tell them, hey knew all things ; that 
1 is, their Knowledge was very extenſive. 1 
. Somewhat like this we have in 2 Jam. | 1 
# xiv. 20. My Lord is wiſe, according to | t 
the Wiſdom of an Angel of God, to know | : 
& All things that are onthe earth. Thehigh | 
% Notion the Woman of Samaria had of the | x 
1 Meſſiah's Knowledge, is e by his Ji 
I telling all things, Joh. iv. 25. = 
. Our Saviour's ſincere Followers. are Gid tr 
. 5 to have an Unction from the Holy One, 
. and 70 En all things, 1 Joh: ii. 20. Would | a 
any one from this Phraſe infer the proper | 
5 Onmniſcience of the Saints; I am apt to | n 
& think he would be confuted * the Expe- Ila 
5 rience of every one of them. II 
by So that we may conclude, to Ae all „ 
bt Wy things, is a Scripture Phraſe, denoting an 
34 ; extenſr. e; J but not an ee Know- | b 
. ledge. 10 
5 Thus 1 1 e 1 * exts, nv 
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either to my main Propoſition, or to ſome 


Texts; whence I endeayour'd to prove it. 
1 have allo attempted to ſhew the repug- 


nance is but in appearance, not in reality ; 
and have put the Reader into the way (if 
he be but maſter of the preceding Method 


of Reaſoning) of ſolving other Difficultys 


of the ſame, or like nature, whenever they 
ED MER. 7 oooh 
What remains, but to exhort my Readers 
to act like Men that are accountable to God 
for the Uſe of their reaſonable Powers? Let 
them firſt examine the Scripture Revelation, 
and judge for themſelves; whether its Pre- 
tenſions to a divine Authority are juſt, or 
no; and then let them explain its Contents 


in a conſiſtency with itlelf, and the divine 


Perfections of its Author. Let them by all 


I means beware of being betray'd into a piece 


of falſe Humility, a ee in vogue among 
a Sett of weak, tho honeſt Men; I mean, 


the ſubmitting Reaſon to Faith, which is 


nothing elſe but renouncing common Senſe, 
and embracing their favourite Schemes and 


Lien all rag e ths wenn 
be better acquainted with God, and our 
ſelves 5 that we may know our Maſter's 


Will, in order to a conſcientious Compli- 


ance with it. And if to this we add fervent 


er Prayers to the God and Father of our Lord 
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1 eſus Chriſt ; that, To: he ſake of his dear- 


ly beloved Son, he would grant us the Aſ- 
ance of his Holy Spirit; we ſhall not 
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